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Dear-

RECEIVED

I am ver-y active in a local club whose member-s enjoy constr-ucting and
oper-ating r-adio contr-olled model air-planes. I am ver-y concerned about
pr-oposed r-ules that ar-e curr-ently under- consideration by the Feder-al
Communications Commission (FCC).
The pr-oceeding is PR Docket 92-235. If adopted, the new rules will gr-eatly
r-educe the usability of fr-equencies currently assigned for modal use and
incr-ease the r-isk of accidents and attendant liability for controlling
model airplanes.

Our radio control frequencies are in the 72-76 MHz band. This band is
pr-imarily used for private land mobile dispatch operations. However, our
radio control frequencies in this band are far enough apart from the land
mobile frequencies that we have been able to share the band without either
use interfering with the other.

Now the FCC wants to cr-eate more land mobile frequencies by splitting them
into narrower bandwidths and rearranging the band plan. As a result, many
land mobile fr-eqLlencies will move closer- to the radio control frequencies
and cause interference to roadio control operations. 1 am told that of the
50 frequencies that are presently available for radio control of model
airplanes, only 19 fr-equencies will be left if these new rules are adopted.

When we fly our- model airplanes under radio control, we go to great lengths
to assure the safety of operators and bystanders and the protection of
proper-ty. Many of our safety pr-ecautions involve the careful coordination
and use of the radio control frequencies. If the number of usable
freqLlencies is diminished as proposed by the FCC, the remaining frequencies
will become congested and the margin of safety will be greatly decreased.

please understand that many model airplanes have wing spans up to 10 feet
and weigh as much as 30 or 40 pounds. The models themselves are expensive
to build; but more to the point, they are capable of causing property
damage, serious injury, or even death if radio interference caus.s the
operator to lose control of the aircraft. We often fly our models at
organized events and contests where hundreds of operators participate. We
need the Lise of our f~ll complement of radio frequencies in order to assur.
a safe flying enyironment.

I do not think it is wise of the FCC to seek to improve the operating
conditions of land mobile radio users at the expense of radio control
modelers. The FCC may not think we are as important as business users of
radios, but we have a considerable investment in our models and in our
radio equipment. The hobby provides many hours of enjoyment to thousands of
people like myself and contributes to the advancement and development of
the commercial aviation industry.

Please help me continLle the safe enjoyment of my pastime by not allowing
the FCC to carry out it. proposals for the 72-76 MHz band.
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I am very active in a local club whose members enjoy
operating radio controlled model airplanes. I a.m very
proposed rules that are currently under consideration
Communications Commission (FCC).
The proceeding is PR Docket 92-235.
reduce the usability of frequencies
increase the risk of accidents and
model airplanes.

Dear

Our radio control frequencies are in the 72-76 MHz band. This band is
primarily used for private land mobile dispatch operations. However, our
radio control frequencies in this band are far enough apart from the land
mobile frequencies that we have been able to share the band without either
use interfering with the other.

Now the FCC wants to create. more land mobile freqLlencies by splitting them
into narrower bandwidths and rearranging the band plan. As a result, many
land mobile frequencies will move closer to the radio control frequencies
and cause interference to radio control operations. I am told that of the
50 frequencies that are presently available for radio control of model
airplanes, only 19 frequencies will be left if these new rules are adopted.

When we fly our model airplanes under radio control, we go to great lengths
to assure the safety of operators and bystanders and the protection of
property. Many of our safety precautions involve the careful coordination
and use of the radio control frequencies. If the number of usable
frequencies is diminished as proposed by the FCC, the remaining frequencies
will become congested and the margin of safety will be greatly decreased.

please understand that many model airplanes have wing spans up to 10
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If adopted, the new rules will qreatly
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1 am very active in a l~cal club whose members enjoy constructing and
operating radio controlled model airplanes. 1 am very concerned about
proposed rules that are currently under consideration by the Federal
Communications Commission (FCC).
The proceeding is PR Docket 92-235.
reduce the usability of frequencies
increase the risk of accidents and
model airplanes.

Our radio control frequencies are in the 72-76 MHz band. This band is
primarily used for private land mobile dispatch operations. However, our
radio control frequencies in this band are far enough apart from the land
mobile frequencies that we have been able to share the band without
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I AM WRITING IN CONCERN FOR PROPOSFD RULES CURRENTLY UNDER CONSIDERATIOO BlFK:ECJTHEmETMY

'mE FEDERAL <XI4KUNICATIONS CCHUSSION. I AM VERY ACTIVE IN A I.DCAL CUJB WHOSE
MEMBERS OONSmuCI AND OPmATE RADIO OONTROLLED AIRPlANES. THE PROCEDING IS PR
DOCKET 92-235. IF ADOPTED, 'mE NEW RULES WILL GREATLY RFDUCE THE USABIUTY OF
~UENCIES CURRENTLY ASSIGNFD FOR MODEL AIRC&\Fl' USE AND IN<m:ASE THE RISK OF
ACCIDENTS AND ATTENDANT UABIUTY FOR CONl'ROLLING nlESE CRAFl'.

OUR. RADIO OONTROL FREQUENCIES ARE IN THE 72-76 MHz BAND. TIllS BAND IS
PRIMARILY USFD FOR PRIVATE lAND !oI)BlLE DISPATCH OPERATIONS. HOWEVER, OUR RADIO
CONTROL ~CIES IN TIllS BAND ARE FAR ENOUGH APART FR,(J{ THE lAND !oI)BlLE
~UENCIES '!HAT WE HAVE BEEN ABLE TO SHARE THE BAND WITIIOlIT EITIIER USE
INTERFERING WITII THE onIER.

NOW THE FCC WANIS TO SPUT THE ~CIES BY C2EATING NARROWER BANDWIDTIIS.
AS A RESULT, MANY LAND FREQUENCIES WILL MJVE CWSER TO TIlE RADIO CONTROL
~CIES AND CAUSE IN'rERF'EXENCE TO RADIO OONTROL OPERATIONS. I AM TOID TIlAT
OF TIlE 50 ~CIES PRESENTLY AVAIlABLE FOR RADIO CONTROL OPERATIONS, ONLY 19
WILL BE LEFT IF 'mESE NEW'RULES ARE ADOPTED.

WHEN WE FLY OUR MODEL AIRPIANES UNDER RADIO CON1'ROL, WE GO TO GREAT LENGTHS
TO ASSURE THE SAFETY OF 'mE BYSTANDERS AND OPERATORS AND THE PROTEcrION OF
PROPERTY. MANY OF OUR. SAFETY PRECAlITIONS INVOLVE THE CAREFUL CO<lIDlNATICN AND
USE OF THE RADIO CON'IROL ~CIES. IF THE NUMBER OF USABLE FREQUENCIES IS
DIMINISHED AS PROPOSED BY THE FCC, THE lUMAINING ~CIES. WILL BECOME
CONGESTED AND THE MARGIN OF SAFETY WILL BE GREATLY DECREASED.

I am SEVERAL AIRPlANES AND RADIO ~IPMENT. TIlESE AIRCRAFT ARE EXPENSIVE TO
BUIID AND HAVE THE POTENTIAL TO CAUSE SERIOUS INJURY OR PROPERTY DAMAGE IF
lW>IO INTERFERENCE CAUSES 'mE OPERATCR TO LOSE COOTROL OF THE CRAFl'. OUR CIlJB
HAS AN AVERAGE OF 50-100 SPECTATORS WOSE SAFETY IS A PRIMARY CONCERN.

PLFASE HELP US CONTINUE THE SAFE ENJOYMENT OF OUR HOBBY BY NOT AI.I.aJING THE
FCC TO CARRY OlIT ITS PROPOSAlS FOR TIlE 72- 76 MHz BAND.

SINCERELY,

RICHARD SHIPMAN
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The Honorable Mr. Boren
URited Slates senate
Washington D.C. 20510

Dear Senator

I all an Officer on Active Duty in the United States Navy, assigned to the
USS FAIIllfII (FFG-22) in Charleston, S.C.. 1n the little free ti. I have to
enjoy .y faily and ti. at hoE, 1 build and fly ~te controlled MOdel
airplanes. I share this hobby with over 150,000 other hobbyists in the United
States alone.

I aa very concerned about proposed rules that are currently under
consideration by the Federal C_nications ca.ission (FCC). The proceeding
is PR Docket 92-235. If adopted, the new rules will greatly reduce the
usability of frequencies currently assigned for ...1 use and increase the
risk of accidents and attendant liability for controlling MOdel airplanes.

Our radio control frequencies are in the 72-76 IItz band. This band is
priaarily used for private land .,ile dispatch operations. However, our
radio control frequencies in this band are far enough apart fra. the land
MObile frequencies that we have been able to share the band without either use
interfering with the other.

Now the FCC wants to create mre land .0011e frequencies by splitting thell
into narrower bandwidths and rearranging the band plan. As a result, _ny
land mbile frequencies will .ve closer to the radio control frequencies and
cause interference to radio control operations. 1. told that of 50
frequencies that are presently available for radio control of MOdel airplanes,
only 19 frequencies will be left if these new rules are adopted.

When we fly our MOdel airplanes under radio control, we go to great
lengths to assure the safety of the operator and bystanders and the protection
of property. Many of our safety precautions involve the careful coordination
and use of radio control frequencies. If the nl.lllber of usable frequencies is
diainished as proposed by the FCC, the reaaining frequencies will becOlll8
congested and the _rgin of safety will be greatly decreased.

Please understand that _ny .udel airplanes have wing spans of up to 10
feet, weigh as .ch as 30 or 40 pounds and fly over 100 IIph. The "'ls
theaselves are e,pensive to build; but Ere to the point, they are capable of
causing severe ~rty dUlage, serious injury, or even death if radio
interference cautes the operator to lose control of the craft. ¥e often fly
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I hO~.Je been int.el'e~~t.ed in o~..'i~'t.io:ln fOf 0::: lonq 0::: I con femembel'. In foct. I ':'1m
membef of US. AIR FORCE. I om 0 jet enqine m~,ch. c;r, F-16':::. I om "-'e...." ':1cti~)e in ':1 te,col
dub I_uho:::e membel'::: enjc.y cc,nst.fuctic.n ond opeiotirlq (odic, cc.nt(cflled model oi(pl~,rle:::,

I om very ccmcemed ~,bc,ut propcl:.::ed flJle:r. ttn,t. ore cUHently IJndel' com:idel'Otic,n by
t.he fedel'ol communk:ot.ion:r. (FCC). The prc,ceedinq i::: PJ;! (locket. 92-235. If odopted.. the I'IJles
will qfeotly reduce the u$~,bility of fl'equende$ cuuent.ly ~1S:s:iqned fOl" model U$e ~,rld incfeqse the
ri:.::k of occident.::: ond ot.tendont liobilit. l.,! ff:,r cont.(f:llling model oil'plones.

Our (odic, cQntfc,1 frequencies ore in the 12-76 "1Hz bond. This bond i::: pdmorily u:::ed
for pri~)ot.e lond mobile di:;:potch .:.perotion:.::. HowEMer c"Jr rodio control fr'equenc:ies in this
b':1nd ore h,r' encluqh .:1POft f,'om the I~,nd mobile frequencie;:: thot. ,-,_'e hm·'e been oble ':1t:t/e te·
shofe t.he bond without. eithel' IJse int.e(ferir,q lllit.h t.he c,t.he...

Now the FCC wont.s t.o creot.e more I~,nd mobile frequencies by splittinq them into
nOUCfLUe( b,:mdwidth:=: orld (Eh,rronqinq the bond pIon. A~~ (1 ,'e:=:ult.. mon'." h:1nd mobile f(equene:ies
will mc.~)e closer t.o t.he fodio cont(ol f,'eq'Jene:ie::: ~,nd couse inte(fe(ence tCI fodio ':'pl'eHlt.ic'ns,
I om tClld the 50 fl'eqIJene:ies thot. me J::ofesentlly l:1voiloble fell' model Oifpl~1ne:::, c.nl '.,! 19
ffequer,cies will be left. if these nell' (IJles me odclpt.ed.

When we fly model oirpl~,nes ur,der 1'~1dio cor,trol.. we qc. to qreot. lenqths t.o o:::su(e
the sofety of the c.pe(otc'($ ond by:::torlde(~~ ond the pl'c,ctecti,:.r, clf p(Qpefty. t"1ony c,f ,:,IJ,'
sofetl.,l precout.ions invol~)e the coreflJI cc,c'l'dinot.ion ond 'Jse clf t.he ,'odio cClnt(ol ffeq'Jene:ies, If
the numbef c.f u:::oble frequene:ie::: i::: dimini:::hed M P(opclsed by the FCC, the femoininq
ffequene:ies will bec':fme conqe:::ted .:md t.he mr.1fgin c,f :::ofet.l.,I will be ql'eoth.,l decl'eosed,

Pleose under:::tond th~1t n'hlny model ~1ifplone::: hO",Je winq spons up tCf 10 teet ':1nd
lueiqh 0::: much o:=: 30 C'( 40 ~1I:,unds. The models tt.emsel1yles Ofe e::<pensive tCI build.: but. mo(e
t.o t.he point, the'.,l ore copoble clf .::ou~~inq pfopeitl.,l domoqe, serious injuiy.. c,f e~.Jen deot.h it
fodio ffequene:ies in O(def te, I:1SSUfe 0 s~,fe p(e':;~"Jtions in...·folve the c':1(eful cc,ofdinotion ~1nd use
of the I'odio cc,r,t.rol f(equencie::.. If the number clf usoble fl'equencies is dimini::.hed os Pfopcf::.ed
by the FCC, the ffequende::: will c.::tnqe:::ted ~,nd the m~1fqin of :::~,fetl.:1 will be qfe':1tly del::re~,sed.

I dc. nc.t thirlk it is lLlise clf the FCC tCI seek tCI impfcl',)e the c.pel'otinq conditlorls c.f
land mobile (odio use(s ot. the expense of fr.'1dio cClnt(ol modele(s. The FCC mr.lY not t.hink we
me ....s impoftont os blJsine;.::s use(s clf fodios, but LlIe h':1ve 0 cc.n~~ideroble investment in OU(

model::. ond irl CflJ( rodio equipment. The hobbl.,! prl:",.Jide:r. mor,y hO'J($ c,f enjclyment to
thou$onds of people like my~~elf ond cc.nt.";blJtes to the od',..'~,ncement ond devete,pment of the
commerd':'Il o~)i':'Itic,n indlJ$tfy,

Please help me continue the sofe enjoyment of rm,l postime bl.,! not. ollol_I_Iinq t.he FCC
to couy CIUt its pfe,po~~oL~ fOf the 72-76 MHz: bond.

@)
MSGT FLOYD GORDON. JR.

ItIJ. KATHLEEN M. GORDON
" ., WIlT SILVERWOOD DR.

MIDWEST CITY. OK 73110

Sincefely,
Msqt. Flol.,ld Go(don,.JI'.

~~~
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Senator David Boren
US Senate
Washington D.C. 20510
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I am a business owner of three companies in Oklahoma City. For rest
and relaxation, I belong to a local rIc airplane club. Myself and
the members enjoy constructing and operating radio controlled model
airplanes.

I am very concerned about proposed rules currently under
consideration by the FCC. PR docket 92-235, if adopted the new rules
will greatly reduce the usability of frequencies currently assigned
for model use and increase the risk of accidents and attendant
ability for controlling model airplanes.

Our radio frequencies are in the 12-16MHz band. This band is
primarily used for private land mobile dispatch operations. However;
our radio control frequencies in this band are far enough apart from
the land mobile frequencies that we have been able to share the band
with no interference.

Now the FCC wants to create more land mobile frequencies by splitting
them into narrower bandwidths and rearranging the band plan. When we
fly our models, we take great measures to insure the safety of
operators, bystanders and property. If the number of usable
frequencies is diminished as proposed by the FCC, the remaining
frequencies will become congested and the margin of safety will be
greatly decreased.

The FCC may not think we are as important as business users of
radios, but we have a considerable investment in our models and in
our radio equipment. This hobby provides many hours of enjoyment to
thousands of people like me and contributes to the advancement and
development of the commercial aviation industry.

Please help me continue my R&R and the ability to do it safely by not
allowing the FCC to carry our it's proposals for the 12-16 MHz band.

Since~elY,

Asner, President
Inc ., H. S ., Inc., Aco Mach i ne, Inc.

501 South West 9th Street / Oklahoma City, Oklahoma 73109-1300
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I am very concemed about proposed WlAlI,WMWVently under consideration by the' ..

Federal Communications Commission {FCC}. The proceeding is PR Docket 92-235. If adopted,

the rules will greatly reduce the usability of frequencies currently assigned for model use and

increase the risk of accidents and attendant liability for controlling model airplanes.

Our radio control frequencies are in the 72-78 MHz. band. This is primarily used for private

land mobile dispatch operations. However, our radio control frequencies in this band are far

enough apart from the land mobile frequencies that we have been able to share the band

without either use interfering with the other.

Now the FCC wants to create more land mobile frequencies by splitting them into narrower

bandwidths and rearranging the band plan. As a result, many land mobile frequencies will move

closer to the radio control frequencies and cause interference to the radio control operations. I

am told that of the 80 frequencies that are presently aavailable for radio control of model

airplanes, only 19 frequencies will be left if these new rules are adopted.

When we fly our model airplanes under radio control, we go to great lenghts to assure the

safety of the operators and bystanders and the protection of property. Many of our safety

precautions involve the careful coordination and use of the radio control frequencies. If the

number of useable frequencies is diminished as proposed by the FCC, the remaining

frequencies will become congested and the margin of safety will be greatly decreased.

Please understand that many model airplanes have wing spans up to 10 feet and weigh as

much as 30 or 40 pounds. The models themselves are expensive to build; but more to the point,

they are capable of causing property damage, serious injury, or even death if radio interference

causes the operator to lose control of the aircraft. We often fly our models at organized events

and contests where hundreds of operators participate. We need the use of our full complement

of radio frequencies in order to assure a safe flying envimment.



I do not think it is wise of the FCC to seek to improve the operating conditions of land mobile

radio users at the expense of radio control modlers. The FCC may not think we are as important

as business users of radios, but we have a considerable investment in our models and in our

radio equiptment The hobby provides many hours of enjoyment to thousands of people like

myself and contributes to the advancement and development of the commercial aviation

indUstry.

Please help me continue the safe enjoyment of my pastime by not allowing the FCC to carry

out its proposals for the 72-78 MHz band.

Sincerely,

William Thomas SChiska Jr.

Box 12

Canton, OK. 73724
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Dear Sirs,

Recently I have been notified that the FCC is considering an
action that will severely endanger a hobby that is very important
to me and the members of the Radio flying club I belong to called
the Tulsa Gludobbers. You see, we fly radio controlled (RC)
aircraft.

Recently you made notice of a rule change that will have a
dramatic impact on our hobby if enacted. That notice being
issued in your Notice of Proposed Rule Making (NPRM) in pH docket
92-235 replaces Part 90 of your rules with a new Part 88. Part
90 allows for sage operation of aircraft and surfaces models by
keeping 10 Khz spacing between fixed commercial user and
frequencies used by all citizens that enjoy the various radio
controlled hobbies. The new part 88 will allow mobile users on
frequencies within 2.5 Khz of frequencies available to us,
eliminating the safe use of at least 31 of the 50 channels on the
72 Mhz band and 10 of the 30 frequencies on the 75 Mhz band now
used by hobbyists such as myself. In actuality I understand that
virtually all channels can be effected.

The passing of tbis proposal will bave a drastic impact upon
myself and the entire RIC hobby industry. If put into effect
this proposal will allow commercial mobile users to ·shoot down·
my aircraft thereby endangering the personal safetv of m¥self and
those anrnJDd me Also put at risk will be personal and private
property within a several mile radius because aircraft have been
known to fly quite a distance before coming down. vou or ¥O'IT

familv crnJld be affected b¥ one of m¥ DJDawaV aircraft if
interference caused b¥ cownere i a] users i nterDJp'ted the si gIla1s
tram.i tted to m¥ ai rcraft Thi S wi 11 resul tin the loss of mv
perSOnal propertv (several hundred dollars per aircraft) and
possiblV loss of life or limb

I have been involved in this hobby for 6 years and I own 3
radios, several aircraft, of which I bave invested several
tbousand dollars. When you consider there are several hundred
thousand otbers like myself in this bobby, the proposed rule
cbanges will severely detract from the quality of life from a lot
of people botb economically and in terms of enjoyment.

I sincerely urge you to reconsider the rule cbange. Please keep
the 10 Khz spacing between all frequencies on 75 Mhz and 72 Mhz
so all RIC enthusiasts may continue to enjoy our hobby. Please
donlt eliminate this hobby that in tbe last thirty years that has
been growing each and every year. ThOUSands of people are
supported finaDciall¥ b¥ our bObbV so again please do not
eli-inate their jobs and tbe enjQ¥Went we all get b¥
participating in this hobbV nationwide



Please note that both the AHA (Academy of Model Aeronautics) and
the SFA (Sports Flyers Association) have gone to great lengths
to maintain one of the best safety records of any sport or hobby.
The use of interference fee frequencies ensures this safety.
Many of our models fly in excess of 80 mph and can weigh. up to 55
pounds with wing spans up to 13 feet. Again if the radio
controlled plane were to be interfered with while flying, it
would turn the plane into an uncontrolled projectile capable of
causing propert¥ damage and personal injury

A response from you or your office as to how you voted on this
proposal is requested.

Thank you for your consideration.

1,1/t (77 ~
Jon T. Capps
7404 East 47th Street So.
#73-104
Tulsa, OK 74145

cc:
Senator Don Nickles
713 Hart
Washington, DC 20510

Representative James Inhoffe
442 Cannon HOB
Washington DC 20510

Senator David Boren
U.S. Senate
Washington DC 20510

Rep. David Boren
U 5 House of Rep.
Washington DC 20510
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February 12, 1993

The Honorable David L. Boren,
United States Senate,
Washington, DC20510

Reference: Federal Communications Commission,
NRPM-PR Docket #92-235

Dear Senator Boren:

I need your help! Like the mailman who takes a walk, and
that you can tell a mans age by the price of the tOYS he
keeps; I am a retired Aerospace Engineer and I design and
build giant radio controlled model planes. I belong to two
national organizations, The International Miniature Aircraft
Association (IMAA) and The Academy of Model Aeronautics
(AMA) along with a local organization, The Oklahoma Sooner
Squadron which is in the Oklahoma City/Edmond area. There
are about 10 such clubs in the greater Oklahoma City area
whose members are similar circumstances as mine.

Our problem is this: The FCC has issued a Notice of
Proposed Rule Making which, if implemented, will have a
profound effect on model frequency use.

Proposed by the Private Land Mobile Services, these rule
changes would create a massive frequency restructuring by
allowing the insertion of two new bands between many
existing bands now used by the hobby enthusiasts.

If approved, these rules would go into effect in 1996 and
will not take away any RC frequencies. They will, however;
make it possible for a licensed commercial operator to
transmit on frequencies very close to most of the 72 and
75MHz bands.

The proposed rule changes would allow spacing of only 2.5
Kilohertz (kHz) away, versus the current spacing of 10 kHz,
for all but 19 of the 50 RIC frequencies. I am sure that
you have experienced what station bleed-over does to the
ordinary radio stations. Imagine what could happen when
this occurs to a 25 to 35 pound model aircraft traveling at
100 to 150mph, with several hundred spectators or even
several thousand which have shown up at some events--
disaster!

As you can readily see, Safety is our number 1 criteria.
There is no way that the changes proposed can be safe and
there is no way that I can see my way clear to take these
kind of risks. I personally have two radios that fall
within this compressed area. With radios costing $400. to
$1000. and the airplanes costing even more, the risk could



be very costly (not to mention the prospective liability).
On a fixed income, the prospect of new radios creates quite
a dilemma as well.

In 1991, the radio control enthusiasts and the industry made
mandatory changes to all of the radio equipment by "narrow
banding" this equipment to prevent accidents caused by
bleed-over. Any equipment being used was required to be
inspected and certified before it could be used. Now, the
Federal Communications Commission wants to destroy all of
the safeguards that we have worked for (and paid for) that
will insure the integrity of the equipment and the safety of
all who happen to be in the vicinity where these planes
operate.

Again, I say, we need your help.

Sincerey. \

d,,c~~p· ~
E. ROBERT HEATLEY
6405 Applewood Drive
Edmond, OK73034
(405) 341-2812

cc:
Federal Communications Commission
U. S. Sen. David L. Boren
U. S. Sen. Don Nickles
U. S. Rep. James M. Inhofe
U. S. Rep. Mike Synar
U. S. Rep. Dave McCurdy
U. S. Rep. Bill K. Brewster
U. S. Rep. Ernest James Istook
U. S. Rep. Glenn English
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I HAVE BEEN INTERESTED IN AIRPLANES AND FLYING
SINCE CHILDHOOD_ I AM NOT A CHILD ANYMORE HOWEVER I HAVE NOT
LOST MY INTEREST IN FLYING AIRPLANES. ALTHOUGH I DO NOT FLY
FULL SIZE AIRCRAFT I AM, AND HAVE BEEN FOR YEARS, BEEN VERY
ACTIVE IN MY LOCAL MODEL AIRPLANE CLUB. SCARCELY A WEEKEND

SOMETIMES NOW I HAVE TO WAIT IN LINE TO GET A CHANCE TO USE
THE RADIO FREQUENCY THAT I FLY ON BECAUSE OF CONGESTION.

I AM VERY CONCERNED ABOUT PROPOSED RULES THAT ARE
CURRENTLY UNDER CONSIDERATION BY THE FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS
COMMISSION(FCC). THE PRECEDING IS PR DOCKET 92-235. IF
ADOPTED, THE NEW RULES WILL GREATLY REDUCE THE USABILITY OF
FREQUfI\lCIES C\.JRREi'ITLY (-iSSI(;NED FOR, f10DEL USE AND INCRE{CjSE
THE RISK OF ACCIDENTS AND ATTENDANT LIABILITY FOR
CONTROLLING MODEL AIRPLANES.

OUR RADIO CONTROL FREQUENCIES ARE IN THE 72-76 MHZ
BAND. THIS BAND IS PRIMARILY USED FOR PRIVATE LAND AND
MOBILE DISPATCH OPERATIONS. HOWEVER, OUR RADIO CONTROL
FREQUENCIES IN THIS BAND ARE FAR ENOUGH APART FROM THE LAND
MOBILE FREQUENCIES THAT WE HAVE BEEN ABLE TO SHARE THE BAND
WITHOUT EITHER USER INTERFERING WITH THE OTHER.

NOW THE FCC WANTS TO CREATE MORE LAND MOBILE
FREQUENCIES BY SPLITTING THEM INTO NARROWER BANDWIDTHS AND
REARRANGING THE BAND PLAN. AS A RESULT, MANY LAND MOBILE
FREQUENCIES WILL MOVE CLOSER TO THE RADIO CONTROL
FREQUENCIES AND CAUSE INTERFERENCE TO RADIO CONTROL
OPER{CjTIO~IS. I (:\1''1 TOLD THAT OF THE 50 !:I?EDUENCIESTHAT AF?E
PRESENTLY AVAILABLE FOR RADIO CONTROL OF MODEL AIRPLANES,
ONLY 19 FREQUENCIES WILL BE LEFT IF THESE NEW RULES ARE
ADOPTED,

WHEN WE FLY OUR MODEL AIRPLANES UNDER RADIO CONTROL, WE
GO TO GREAT LENGTHS TO ASSURE THE SAFETY OF THE OPERATORS
AND BYSTANDERS AND THE PROTECTION OF PROPERTY_ MANY OF OUR
SAFETY PRECAUTIONS INVOLVE THE CAREFUL COORDINATION AND USE
OF THE RADIO CONTROL FREQUENCIES. IF THE NUMBER OF USABLE
FREQUENCIES IS DIMINISHED AS PROPOSED BY THE FCC, THE
REMAINING FREQUENCIES WILL BECOME CONGESTED AND THE MARGIN
OF SAFETY WILL BE GREATLY DECREASED.

PLEASE UNDERSTAND THAT MANY MODEL AIRPLANES HAVE WING
SPANS UP TO 10 FT. AND WEIGH AS MUCH AS 30 POUNDS OR 40
POUNDS. THE MODELS THEMSELVES ARE EXPENSIVE TO BUILD; BUT



MORE TO THE POINT, THEY ARE CAPABLE OF CAUSING PROPERTY
DAMAGE, SERIOUS INJURY, OR EVEN DEATH IF THE RADIO
INTERFERENCE CAUSES THE OPERATOR TO LOSE CONTROL OF HIS
AIRCRAFT. WE OFTEN FLY OUR MODELS AT
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February 5,
\

The Honorable David L. Boren
453 Russel Senate Office Building
Washington, DC 20510

Dear Senator Boren: ~~TOI~
OM(1M ECRETARY

I am retired and derive many hours of enjoyment from constructing
and operating radio controlled model airplanes. I used to fly the
real ones, but can no longer do this because my retirement income
cannot handle it. I have always loved aircraft and flying them, so
I turned to radio controlled aircraft to help satisfy my love for
flying. As a young boy, I built models and flew them and gradually
progressed through the years to flying the real ones. I am now 69
years young, and need your help.

I am concerned about the proposed rules that are currently under
consideration by the Federal Communications Commission (FCC). The
proceeding is PR Docket 92-235. If adopted, the new rules will
greatly reduce the usability of frequencies currently assigned for
model use and increase the risk of accidents and attendant liability
for controlling model airplanes.

The Notice of Proposed Rule Making in PR Docket 92-235 replaces part
90 of the rules with a



I do not think it is wise of the vee to expand the operation of land
mobile radio users at the expense of radio-control modelers. The
FCC may not think we are important as business users of radio, but
we have a considerable investment in our models and equipement. The
model industry is sizeable and growing and must be saved from these
detrimental vee actions. The hobby provides many hours of enjoyment
to hundreds of thousands of people like me and contributes to the
advancement and development of the aviation industry.

Please help me continue the safe enjoyment of my pastime by not
allowing the FeC to carry out PR Docket 92-235 for the 12-15 MHz
band. We need your help urgently because the FCC has a deadline of
February 26, 1993 after which it may become much more difficult to
keep this proposal from going into effect.

Sincerely
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RECEIVED

MAR - 81993:
FEDERAlCCUUlCATOtScaIM6StOM

fJfK:E (I THE SECRETARY
constrl..lct i ng and
concerned i\bout
by the Federal

If adopted, the new rules will greatly
currently i\ssiqned for model use and
attendant liability for ~ontrollinq

00 FEB r7 PM 5: 5S
Dear

I a~ very active in a loci\l club whose members enjoy
operating radio controlled model airplanes. I am very
proposed rules that are currently under consideration
Communications Commission (FCC).
The proceeding is PR Docket 92-235.
reduce the usability of frequencies
increase the risk of accidents and
model airplanes.

Our radio control frequencies are in the 72-76 MHz band. This band is
primarily used for private land mobile dispatch operations. However, our
radio control frequencies in this band are far enough apa.rt from the la.nd
mobile frequencies that we have been able to share the band without either
use interfering with the other.

Now the FCC wants to create. more land mobile freqLlencies by splitting them
into narrower bandwidths and rearranqing the band plan. As a result q many
land mobile frequencies will move closer to the radio control frequencies
and cause interference to radio control operations. I a.m told that of the
50 frequencies that are presently available for radio control of model
airplanes~ only 19 frequencies will be left if these new rules are adopted.

When we fly our model airplanes under radio control, we go to great lengths
to assure the safety of operators and bystanders and the protection of
property. Many of our safety precautions involve the careful coordination
and use of the radio control frequencies. If the number of usable
frequencies is diminished as proposed by the FCC, the remaining frequencies
will become congested and the margin of safety will be greatly decreased.

please understand that many model airplanes have wing spans up to 10 feet
and wei qh as much as ~5(l or 40 pounds. The model s themsel ves al~e eH pensi vr.,)
to build; but more to the point, they are capable of causing property
damage, serious injury, or even death if redio interference causes the
operator to lose control of the aircraft. We often fly cur models at
organized events and contests where hundreds of operators participate. We
need the use of our full complement of radio frequencies in order to assure
a safe flying environment.

I do not think it is wise of the FCC to seek to improve the operating
conditions of land mobile radio users at the expense of radio control
modelers. The FCC may not think we are as important as business users of
radios, but we have a considerable investment in our models and in our
radio equipment. The hobby provides many hours of enjoyment to thousands of
people like myself and contributes to the advancement and development of
the commercial aviation industry.

Please help me continue the safe enjoyment of my pastime by not allowing
the FCC to carry out its proposals for the 72-76 MHz band.

Sincerely,~~
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Federal Communications Commision
1919 M street, NW
Washington, DC 20554

00 FEB f7 A1'1 9: ~,Q

RECEIVED

MAR -8"~

The RIC hobby is in jeopardy because of your proposed PR
Docket 92-235, which states, if I understand correctly, that
mobile phone users will be given frequencies that are within
2.5 khz of the frequencies that we use. This creates a big
problem for everyone in this hobby. Th~ radios we now use to
control are RIC cars, planes, boats, and helicopters would be
obsolete. This new rule, if put into affect by the FCC,
would skyrocket the cost of radios and other products used by
RIC €~nthusi~~sts.

I have been involved in the RIC hobby for only a couple
of years and thoroughly enjoy RIC modeling. The new rule, I
believe to be called part 88, would seriously threaten this
sport and hobby.

I strongly urge you to reconsider your proposal for
mobile users. Please keep part 90 only that keeps 10 khz
spacing between all frequencies safe for RIC users like
myself and literally hundreds of thousands of people who
enjoy radio controlled modeling

THANK YOU FOR RECONSIDERING·

Sincer'ely,



.) ".
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Federal Communications Commision
1919 M Street, NW
Washington, DC 20554

To Whom It May Concern:

MAR -81995:

I'm writing in regards to your proposing a rule that
would let mobile phone users have frquencies inside our
frequencies. The frequencies we have right now are 10 khz
apart, because of the rule the FCC made in 1991, leaving the
necessary 10 khz between each channel. Inserting frequencies
in between the frequencies we now use would cause our
equipment to become obsolete.

The cost of our exciting hobby/sport would increase
dramatically and the radios we now use would at least double,
at the very least, making the hobby very expensive to get
started in. Making it especially difficult for younger RIC
enthusiasts.

I ~ave been involved in the RIC hobby for only a couple
of years and thoroughly enjoy RIC modeling. The new rule, I
believe to be called part 88, would seriously threaten this
sport and hobby.

I strongly urge you to reconsider your proposal for
mobile users. Please keep part 90 only that keeps 10 khz
spacing between all frequencies safe for R/C users like
myself and literally hundreds of thousands of people who
enjoy radio controlled modeling

THANK YOU FOR RECONSIDERING.

Sin c e r·e I y ,
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RECEIVED
Senator David Boren
U.S. Senate
Washington, DC 20510

To Senator Boren:

MAR - 81993~

I'm writing in regards to the FCC proposing a rule that
would let mobile phone users have frquencies that are
occupied by RIC frequencies. The part 88 you are proposing
would jeopordize safe and neccesary control of RIC cars,
boats, and especially planes and helicopters, losing control
of a plane or helicopter could seriously injure someone, not
to mention cost several hundreds of dollars to fix.

The passing of the proposed part 88 would also force
prices to increase dramatically. The cost of the radios we
now use would at least double, at the very least, making the
hobby very expensive to get started in. Making it especially
difficult for younger RIC enthusiasts- Prices on other RIC
products would increase because retailers would have to make
up the difference in money they last by not selling as many
kits.

My wife and I have been involved in the RIC hobby for
Ohly a couple of years and thoroughly enjoy RIC modeling
The new rule would seriously threaten this sport and hobby.

I strongly urge you to reconsider your proposal for
mobile users- Please keep part 90 only that keeps 10 khz
spacing between all frequencies safe for RIC users like
myself and literally hundreds of thousands of people who
enjoy radio controlled modeling

THANK YOU FOR NOT VOTING YES ON THIS PROPOSAL

Si",ere:L

l~~
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Dear~~ ~4'- ff~:~l=~cr,-
.r am ver- y act i ve ina 1 oc al c I \.lb whose Qjf~~iCRiT!fJoy corlst.rLlct i ng and
operating radio controlled model airplanes. I am very concerned about
proposed rules that are currently under consideration by the Federal
Communicatlons Ccmmlssion (FCC).
The proceedinq is PR Docket 92-235. If adopted, the new r-ules will qr-eatly
reduce the usability of frequencies currently assigned for model use and
increase the r-isk of accidents and attendant liability for- contr-olling
mrJdl::1 .~i rp 1 ':;Ines.

Our radio control frequencies ar-e in the 72-76 MHz band. This band is
primarily used for private land mobile dispatch operations. Hewever, cur
radio control frequencies in this band are far enough apart from the land
mobile frequencies that we have been able to share the band without either
use lnterferinq with the other.

New the FCC wants to create more land mobile frequencies by splitting them
into narrower bandwidths and rearranging the band plan. As a result, many
land mobile frequencies will move closer to the radio control frequencles
and cause interference to radio control operations. I am told that of the
50 frequencies that are presently available for r-adio contr-ol of model
airplanes, only 19 frequencies will be left if these new rules are adopted.

When we fly our model airplanes under radio control, we go to great lengths
to assure the safety of operators and bystanders and the protection of
property. Many of our safety precautions involve the careful coordination
and use of the radio control frequencies. If the number of usable
frequencies is diminished as proposed by the FCC, the remaining frequencies
will become congested and the margin of safety will be greatly decreased.

please understand that many model airplanes have wing spans up to 10 feet
and weigh as much as 30 or 40 pounds. The models themselves are expensive
to build; but more to the point, they are capable of causing property
damage, serious injury, or even death if radio interference causes the
OpErator to lose centrol of the aircraft. We often fly our models at
organized events and contests where hundreds of operators participate. We
need the use of our full complement of radio frequencies in order to assure
a safe flying environment.

I do not think it is wise of the FCC to seek to improve the operating
conditions of land mobile radio users at the expense of radio control
modelers. The FCC may not think we are as important as business users of
radios, but we have a considerable investment in our models and in our
radio equipment. The hobby pr-ovides many hours of enjoyment to thousands of
people like myself and contributes to the advancement and development of
the commerciallike
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David Boren

U. S. Senate

Washington, D.C. 20515

RECEIVED

MAR - 8 1993
fEDEIW. caaMUNlCATOSC<JIIISSK* .

<m:EOFTHE SECRETARY

Dear Senator Boren,

I am .very concerned about proposed rules

that are currently under consideration by the

Federal Communications Commission (FCC). The

proceeding is PR Docket 92-235. If adopted,

the new rules will greatly reduce the usability

of frequencies currently assigned fo~ model use

and increase the risk of accidents and attendant

liability for controlling model airplanes.

I do not think it is wise of the FCC to

seek to improve the operating conditions of

land mobile radio users at the expense of

radio control modelers. The hobby provides many

hours of enjoyment to thousands of people like

myself. It also contributes to the advancement

and development of the commercial aviation in

c1.u8try.

I own four pieces of radio equipment worth

approximately $2500 that would be rendered un

usable if this frequency assignment is adopted.

Sincerely,
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;\IAR - 8 1993
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CfFICE (fTHE SECRETARY

I am very active in a local club whose members enjoy constructing and operating radio controlled model
airplanes. I am very concerned about proposed rules that are currently under consideration by the Federal
Communications Commission (FCC). The proceeding is PR Docket 92-235. If adopted, the new rules
will greatly reduce the usability of frequencies currently assigned for model use and increase the risk
of accidents and attendant liability for controlling model airplanes.

Our radio control frequencies are in the 72-76 MHz band. This band is primarily used for private land
mobile dispatch operations. However, our radio control frequencies in this band are far enough apart
from the land mobile frequencies that we have been able to share the band without either use interfering
with the other.

Now the FCC wants to create more land mobile frequencies by splitting them into narrower bandwidths
and rearranging the band plan. As a result, many land mobile frequencies will move closer to the radio
control frequencies and cause interference to radio control operations. I am told that of the 50 frequen
cies that are presently available for radio control of model airplanes, only 19 frequencies will be left
if these new rules are adopted.

When we fly our model airplanes under radio control, we go to great lengths to assure the safety of
the operators and bystanders and the protection of property. Many of our safety precautions involve
the careful coordination and use of the radio control frequencies. If the number of usable frequencies
is diminished as proposed by the FCC, the remaining frequencies will become congested and the margin
of safety will be greatly decreased.

Please understand that many model airplanes have wing spans up to 10 feet and weigh as much as 30
or 40 pounds. The models themselves are expensive to build; but more to the point, they are capable
of causing property damage, serious injury, or even death if radio interference causes the operator to
lose control of the craft. We often fly our models at organized events and contests where hundreds
of operators participate. We need the use ofour full complement of radio frequencies in order to assure
a safe flying environment.

I do not think it is wise of the FCC to seek to improve the operating conditions of land mobile radio
users at the expense of radio control modelers. The FCC may not think we are as important as business
users of radios, but we have a considerable investment in our models and in our radio equipment. The
hobby provides many hours of enjoyment to thousands of people like myself and contributes to the
advancement and development of the commercial aviation industry.

Please help me continue the safe enjoyment of my pastime by not allowing the FCC to carry out its
proposals for the 72-76 MHz band.

Sincerely,

RCAIRCRAFT
& ACCESSORIES

600 N. MAIN /482-3771
ALTUS, OKlA. 79521

.B...tQ ~'V 00;J eft.


